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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION"&'-",

Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of

Advanced Television Systems
and Their Impact upon the Existing
Television Broadcast Service

)
)
)
)
)

MM Docket No. 87-268

OPPOSITION TO PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION
OF SOUTH CENTRAL COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION

Speer Communications Holdings I Limited Partnership ("Speer"),

licensee of WNAB(TV), NTSC channel 58, Nashville, Tennessee, by its attorneys

hereby opposes the petition for reconsideration filed in this proceeding on June 13,

1997, by South Central Communications Corporation ("SCCC"). Speer submits that

the Commission should refrain from considering any changes to the Table of

Allotments until the record in this proceeding is supplemented to take into account the

recently released GET Bulletin No. 69.

In its petition for reconsideration, SCCC recommends several changes to

the Table of Allotments to accommodate four of its LPTV stations and two proposed

full-power stations for which it has filed applications. In particular, SCCC proposes

that the DTV assignment of WNAB be changed from channel 23 to channel 34 to
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eliminate the potential for interference to LPTV station WJDE-LP, Channel 24,

Nashville.

Speer, in a petition for reconsideration also filed on June 13, 1997, has

urged the Commission to change its DTV channel assignment, but did not propose an

alternative assignment in view of the unavailability of OET Bulletin No. 69. Speer

explained, that as a practical matter, it could not come close to replicating its analog

coverage with its DTV signal. 1 In addition, Speer urged the Commission to accord it

and other similarly situated licensees the opportunity to supplement their petitions for

reconsideration with proposed alternative assignments after the release of OET Bulletin

No. 69.

The Commission has now released the OET Bulletin and given interested

parties until August 22, 1997 to supplement their petitions. 2 In these circumstances, as

indicated in the attached engineering statement of John F. X. Browne, P. E.

("Engineering Statement"), there is insufficient information available as to the

feasibility or the desirability of any specific changes to the Table of Allotments.

SCCC's proposal to substitute channel 34 DTV for channel 23 DTV can be

accomplished only if Knoxville channel 34 DTV is also changed to eliminate co­

channel interference.3 Moreover, because Speer operates with a directional antenna, it

Speer Petition for Reconsideration at 4.

2 Order, DA 97-1377 (reI. July 2, 1997).

3 Engineering Statement at 2.
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may be unable on channel 34 to maximize its digital coverage, or even replicate its

existing analog service area, if restricted by relatively close spacing of co-channel

facilities.

Given these uncertainties, the Commission should not implement changes

at this time in the Table of Allotments, particularly where, as here, the proponent of

the change is an LPTV station, which is not entitled to assignment of a DTV channel

under the priorities set forth in the Fifth Report and Order in this proceeding. 4

Accordingly, the Commission should deny SCCC's petition for reconsideration or

withhold action on it pending the submission of supplements to outstanding petitions for

reconsideration in light of the release of OET Bulletin No. 69.

Respectfully submitted,

SPEER COMMUNICATIONS HOLDINGS
I LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

By: ~9{~
Dave H. Pawlik

Skadden, Arps, Slate,
Meagher & Flom LLP

1440 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
202-371-7000

Its Attorneys

July 18, 1997

4 See Fifth Report and Order at 1 18 (reI. April 21, 1997).
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 18th day of July, 1997, I caused a copy of

the foregoing "Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration of South Central

Communications Corporation" to be served by U.S. mail, postage prepaid on the

following:

Edward S. O'Neill
Bryan Cave, L.L.P.
700 13th Street, N.W.
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20005-3960

~c. Quale ~
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John F. X. Browne, P.E.
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re
Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration

SOuth Central Communications Corporation

Nashville J 1Jf

SOuth ClntnII Communications Corporation (SCCGI, lhrough its counsJfiled a petition for

reconsideration in MM Docket 87-268 relative to tile Commission's Sixth Repo' and Order. In that

petition SCCC recommends several channel allotment changes intended, primarily, to protect its low

power TV stations.

ThiS firm has been retained by Speer Communications Holdings I umit4 Partnership (Speer),

the licensee of WNAB. Nashville, TN. One of the proposalS made by SCCC w9uld change the OTV

allotment of WNAB from Channel 23 to Channel 34. ,

speer is concerned about the viability of its Channel 23 allotment, particuJ with regard to its

ability - or lack thereof - to "maximize" itS OlV station in the future. These conc;:ems were expressed

in its petition for recDnsideration filed in 1his proceeding. However, Speer' concerned that any

changes to the table of allotments must be viewed in the context of the "bi -picture"· created by

..aD ... N I":X. BROWNE 5. A550t:,,,TIt5. fl. t:.
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consideration of arealregional allotment scenarios. SCCC has apparently relied on the table of

substitute channels prepared by MSTV to identify a replacement for the WNAB OW allotment; this table

has not been independently verified relatiVe to interference nor has SCCC submitted any technical

information regarding the viability of this channel.

SHcilie Is,ues

secc proposes that Channel 34 be substitUted for Channel 23 at NashVille. However. Channel

34 is assigned for OTV use at Knoxville, some 150 miles to the East of Nashville. It is also proposed to

change the Knoxville Channel 34 ON allotment (to Channel 46) thus eliminating potential co-channel

interference issues which might arise. However, these changes must be made simultaneously to

achieve the non-interference $1atUs. Also, Speer is concerned that future ~mpts to "maximize"

coverage on a Channel 34 OTV facitity may be restricted by the relatively close spaCing to other

co-channel facilities. Now that OET-69 is available. Speer intends to supplement itS Petition for

Reconsideration relative to its channel allotment prior to the August 22. 1997 deadline.

CQncIlIIi:ere is insufficient inlormallon 8V8iI8b1e as 10 \I1e IeasiblII1y or desI~1ly of any speciftc

changes to the table of allotments and the CommiSsion should refrain from m~g changes which are

driven by considerations of LPN entities as opposed to the primary needs of full rervice DTV stations.

I

JOHN F:X. I!IROWNE 50 AS5Qe'ATI!:5, P. C.
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This statement was prepared by me Dr under my direction. All assertions contained in the

statement are true of my own personal knowledge except where otherwise indicated and these latter

assertions are believed to be true.

.JDHN f':X. BROWNE & ASSOCIATE$, 1='_ 1:_


